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or to persons in subjection : " Do this ! Be
jJaat! Never mind why ! " Even if we do
not find a ground of morals explicitly stated,
shall we not read one between the lines?
Does not every code of morals for free men
and women imply a ground, or reason of
action ? " There is always," wrote Robert
Louis Stevenson, " a ruling spirit behind the
code of rules, an attitude, a relation, a point
of the compass, in virtue of which we conform,
or dissent." " And thus," that gracious voice
goes on, " to learn aright from any teacher,
we must first of all, like a historical artist,
think ourselves into sympathy with his
position. . . Briefly, if a saying is hard
to understand, it is because we are thinking
of something else."1

What then is the Buddhist position as to
why people should be good ? We are not
here discussing that higher ethical level of
what India called the freed mind: the char-
acter that had got past troubling itself about
results. We are just now on the level of
character which asks : What shall I gain,
what will happen to me, if I am good, if I am
wicked ? Buddhism as a national creed
must have met, must yet meet this sort
of inquiry, as well as that of less practical
aspiration.

1 Lay Morals. The opening pages of Mr. Fielding's
Soul of a People contain a pathetic confession of an
inquirer baffled by thinking all the while of "something
else."